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A  LETTER, 

£fC.  fyc. 


My  dear  - , 

I  heard,  with  much  satisfaction,  that  the  difficulties  which 
you  felt  about  receiving  the  doctrine  that  our  Lord  died 
for  all  men  have  disappeared  from  your  mind,  and  that 
you  are  now  fully  convinced  that  this  truth  is  perfectly 
consistent  with  other  truths  in  the  sacred  Scriptures, 
against  which  it  appeared  to  you,  at  one  time,  to  militate. 
At  such  a  result  of  our  conversations  and  correspondence 
I  sincerely  rejoice.  You  are  no  longer  tempted  to  put  a 
forced  and  unnatural  construction  on  some  passages  of 
Scripture,  in  order  to  make  them  square  with  a  particular 
system  of  theology.  You  feel  at  liberty  to  allow  every 
text  in  the  Bible  to  speak  out  its  full  meaning;  you  desire 
to  give  to  every  passage  its  freest  scope,  regardless  of 
effects  on  a  favourite  system ;  you  are  released  from  the 
fetters  by  which  you  were  once,  more  or  less,  bound ;  you 
now  perceive  that  truth  is  to  be  learned,  not  so  much 
from  any  human  system,  however  beautiful  its  symmetry 
may  appear,  as  from  a  simple,  unbiassed  study  of  the 
inspired  volume.  In  this  rich  mine  we  ai’e  to  search  for 
the  gold  of  divine  truth.  We  are  to  seek  prayerfully  for 
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the  mind  of  the  Spirit,  honestly  endeavouring  to  discover 
the  true  and  proper  import  of  each  word  or  sentence,  not 
putting’  upon  it  some  fanciful  meaning  of  our  own  to  bend 
it  to  a  rigidly-shaped  favourite  creed,  but  learning  the 
sense  from  the  context,  and  from  the  use  of  the  same  or 
similar  expressions  elsewhere  in  Scripture,  and  calling  to 
our  aid  those  valuable  expositions  of  God’s  word  contained 
in  the  standards  of  our  Church.  For  if  even  one  minister 
taught  by  God  ought  to  be  looked  to  as  a  help  to  under¬ 
stand  the  Bible,  how  much  more  should  we  regard  those 
holy  men,  so  mighty  in  the  Scriptures,  to  whom  we  are  in¬ 
debted  for  those  landmarks  of  truth  set  up  for  our 
guidance  in  the  Articles,  Homilies,  and  Liturgy  of  our 
National  Church  ! 

But  though  your  mind  is  now  convinced  that  it  is  a 
scriptural  truth — and  a  very  precious  one,  too  —  that 
Christ’s  blood  was  shed  for  all  sinners,  and  not  for  the 
elect  only,  I  think  you  will  not  be  unwilling  to  hear  again 
some  of  the  reasons  and  arguments  adduced  in  support  of 
this  view ;  and  as  it  is  my  intention  to  print  this  letter, 
you  will  thus  have  the  substance  of  our  former  communi¬ 
cations  in  a  more  connected,  as  well  as  in  a  more  perma¬ 
nent  form.  You  will  have  an  opportunity,  too,  of  exa¬ 
mining  more  at  leisure  the  arguments  and  proofs  already 
brought  forward.  My  sincere  desire  is  that  you  will  review 
them  all  with  your  best  attention,  sift  the  foundation  on 
which  every  statement  rests,  see  if  there  be  a  flaw  in  any 
of  the  reasoning.  Point  it  out,  and  I  will  welcome  the 
discovery  with  all  my  heart.  Weigh  every  argument  in 
the  balance  of  the  sanctuary;  submit  all  to  the  infallible 
test  of  God’s  word.  “  To  the  law  and  to  the  testimony ; 
if  they  speak  not  according  to  this  word,  it  is  because 
there  is  no  light  in  them.”  (Isa.  viii.  20.) 

Now,  in  examining  this  important  question,  whether 
Christ  died  for  all  men,  or  for  the  elect  only,  I  shall  first 
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inquire  what  is  the  doctrine,  on  this  subject,  of  the 
Church  of  England,  of  which  we  are  members;  for  we 
both  agree  in  believing  that  our  Church  has  drawn  fresh 
from  the  fountain  of  Scripture  every  truth  which  she  has 
distinctly  enunciated  in  her  Articles.  But  if  we  find  this 
doctrine  plainly  and  forcibly  stated  by  her.  in  more  than 
one  Article — if  we  find  the  same  truth  embodied  in  her 
devotional  services,  and  inculcated  in  her  formularies  of 
instruction — then,  I  think,  we  cannot  hesitate  to  believe 
that,  in  the  judgment  of  our  Church,  this  truth  is  one  of 
great  value  and  importance.  Nor  can  you,  or  I,  or  any 
one,  with  our  conviction  of  the  scriptural  basis  on  which 
our  Church  rests,  doubt,  for  one  moment,  that  the  same 
truth  is  distinctly  and  unequivocally  taught  in  the  Sacred 
Volume;  but  the  doctrine  that  Christ  died  for  all  men, 
and  not  for  the  elect  only,  is  thus,  as  we  shall  see,  broadly 
interwoven  in  the  standards  of  our  Church. 

Let  us  appeal,  first,  to  the  Articles,  and  hear  what 
they  teach. 

The  2nd  Article,  after  declaring  the  glorious  truth 
that  two  natures,  the  Godhead  and  manhood,  were  both 
joined  together  in  one  Person  in  Christ,  thus  speaks  of 
our  Lord:  “Who  truly  suffered,  was  crucified,  dead  and 
buried,  to  reconcile  his  Father  to  us,  and  to  be  a  sacrifice 
not  only  for  original  guilt,  but  also  for  all  actual  sins  of 
men.” 

Here  the  trumpet  gives  no  uncertain  sound  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  extent  of  our  Lord’s  satisfaction.  Its  utter¬ 
ance  is  clear  and  distinct.  Can  any  one  mistake  it  ? 
Mark  the  words, — Christ’s  death  is  “  a  sacrifice  not  only 
for  original  guilt,  but  also  for  all  actual  sins  of  men.” 

From  this  we  see  that  the  minister  of  the  Church  of 
England  is,  by  her  teaching,  authorised  to  say  to  each 
individual — to  every  human  being,  “  The  death  of  Christ 
was  a  sacrifice  for  all  the  sins  you  ever  committed.” 

Ought  we,  then,  if  we  belong  to  her  communion,  to 
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contradict  this  her  express  teaching  by  denying  that  our 
Lord  died  for  all  men  ?  And  may  not  very  serious  con¬ 
sequences  be  the  result?  It  may  prove  a  discouragement, 
which  may  never  be  repaired,  to  withhold  from  a  poor 
sinner  the  blessed  tidings  that  salvation  is  provided  for 
him  in  Christ.  Such  tidings,  if  announced  to  him,  might 
win  him  to  Christ ! — such  tidings  might  kindle  hope  in 
his  soul  sinking  under  the  despondency  of  conscious 
guilt !  —  such  tidings  might  banish  away  every  unbelieving 
fear,  and  allure  his  heart  to  that  gracious  Saviour  who 
loved  him  and  gave  Himself  for  him  ! 

The  same  truth  we  find  in  the  7th  Article,  which 
opens  thus:  “The  Old  Testament  is  not  contrary  to  the 
New;  for,  both  in  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  everlast¬ 
ing  life  is  offered  to  mankind  by  Christ.” 

Observe  the  language  here, — “Everlasting  life  is 
offered  to  mankind  by  Christ.”  There  is  no  limit¬ 
ation  of  the  offer  to  the  elect.  To  mankind  —  to  every 
one  of  Adam’s  descendants,  without  exception,  the  offer 
of  life  is  made.  Whether  he  will  heai’,  or  whether  he 
will  forbear — whether  he  will  accept  or  reject  it — to  every 
sinner  the  offer  of  salvation  is  made  by  Christ.  And  do 
not  his  faithful  ambassadors  continually  repeat  this  offer 
in  his  name?  Hear  the  Apostle  Paul :  “We  pray  you 
in  Christ’s  stead,  be  ye  reconciled  unto  God.”  And 
again,  “To  you  is  the  word  of  this  salvation  sent.”  This 
is  the  word  of  his  grace;  and  this  word,  faithfully 
preached,  shall  not  return  to  him  void. 

In  two  other  Articles  the  same  doctrine  is  contained. 

In  the  15th,  we  read  of  Christ :  “  He  came  to  be  the 
Lamb  without  spot,  who,  by  the  sacrifice  of  himself  once 
made,  should  take  away  the  sins  of  the  world.” 

We  read  still  more  explicitly  in  the  31st  Article, — 
“The  offering  of  Christ  once  made  is  that  perfect  redemp¬ 
tion,  propitiation,  and  satisfaction  for  all  the  sins  of  the 
whole  world,  both  original  and  actual.” 
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“All  the  sins  of  the  whole  world”  were  in  the 
contemplation  of  our  blessed  Lord  when  he  willingly 
offered  himself  to  die ;  and  the  death  he  died  was  a  pro¬ 
pitiation  for  them  all  !  Let  every  sinner  hear,  believe, 
and  live  ! 

But  some  allege  that  “the  world,”  and  “the  whole 
world,”  mean  a  part  of  the  world  only,  and  that  “  all  the 
sins  of  the  whole  world”  mean  all  the  sins  of  the  elect 
only  ! 

It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the  word  “world”  varies 
somewhat  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  used  in  different 
passages  of  Scripture ;  and  those  varying  shades  of  mean¬ 
ing  will,  for  the  most  part,  be  readily  ascertained,  if  the 
general  drift  of  the  passage  be  calmly  and  candidly  exa¬ 
mined,  and  its  connexion  with  the  context  be  traced  out 
patiently  and  without  prejudice.  But  there  is  not,  I  am 
persuaded,  a  single  passage  in  the  Bible  where  it  can  be 
proved  that  the  word  “world”  is  used  to  signify  the 
elect  only — no  place  where,  by  any  just  canon  of  inter¬ 
pretation,  this  restricted  and  exclusive  meaning  ought  to 
be  given  to  it.  Judge  for  yourself  on  this  point.  But  I 
would  guard  you  against  being  misled  by  mere  confident 
assertions.  You  know  that  naked  statements  are  not 
proofs,  with  whatever  positiveness  they  are  put  forward. 
Bold,  dictatorial  assertions,  such  as  abound  in  some  con¬ 
troversial  writings,  are  not  arguments :  indeed,  they  are 
often  used  to  cover  the  weakness  or  to  hide  the  total  want 
of  an  argument.  And  on  the  question  we  are  now  consi¬ 
dering,  we  ought  to  be  slow,  indeed,  in  receiving  the  bare 
assertions  of  any  individual,  when  our  Reformers,  of  blessed 
memory,  taught  so  explicitly  that  our  Lord  died  for  all 
men — when  they  so  constructed  the  Articles  as  to  make 
it  plainly  appear  that,  in  their  view,  the  sins  of  the  world 
mean  the  sins  of  mankind ;  for  what  is  expressed  concern¬ 
ing  his  death,  in  reference  to  “ the  world”  in  the  15th 
and  31st  Articles,  the  same  is  said  of  it,  in  reference  to 
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“men”  and  “mankind,”  in  the  2nd  and  7th  Articles; 
clearly  proving  that,  with  them,  both  terms  are  synony¬ 
mous  ;  and  that  when  Christ  offered  himself  a  propitiation 
for  the  sins  of  the  world,  it  was  not,  according  to  our  Re¬ 
formers,  for  the  sins  of  the  elect  only  he  suffered,  but  for 
the  sins  of  all  mankind. 

Nor  is  it  in  the  Articles  only  we  have  this  truth 
brought  prominently  before  us ;  it  is  introduced  also  in 
one  of  the  most  devotional  of  the  services  of  our  Church, 
I  mean  the  Communion  Service.  In  such  a  service,  it 
would  scarcely  appear  in  the  form  it  does,  were  it  not 
regarded  by  our  Reformers  as  a  doctrine  full  of  comfort, 
were  it  not  believed  by  them  to  be  suited  to  cheer  a  soul 
bowed  down  by  a  sense  of  guilt,  and  calculated  to  dis¬ 
perse  its  disquieting  fears.  And  truly  consoling  is  the 
language  of  this  service  on  the  sufficiency  and  extent  of 
our  Lord’s  sufferings.  In  the  Prayer  of  Consecration, 
after  expressing  our  sense  of  God’s  tender  mercy  in  giving 
Christ  to  suffer  on  the  cross  for  our  redemption,  we  say, 
“  Who  made  there  (by  his  one  oblation  of  himself  once 
offered)  a  full,  perfect,  and  sufficient  sacrifice,  oblation, 
and  satisfaction  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world.” 

I  have  already  noticed  how,  by  the  word  “world,”  the 
compilers  of  our  formularies  understood  mankind,  of 
which  the  quotations  made  from  the  Articles  supply,  I 
trust,  sufficient  proof.  One  or  two  other  proofs  I  shall 
now  furnish  from  the  Church  Catechism,  and  also  from 
the  Book  of  Homilies. 

In  the  Catechism,  as  you  remember,  each  one  of  us  is 
taught  to  express  his  faith  in  Christ  in  these  words, — “  I 
believe  in  God  the  Son,  who  hath  redeemed  me  and  all 
mankind.”  Such  is  the  explicit  declaration  in  the  Cate¬ 
chism.  lie  redeemed  not  the  elect  only,  but  all  man¬ 
kind. 

In  the  Homilies  are  numerous  passages  of  the  like 
import. 
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In  the  “first  part  of  the  Sermon  concerning  the  Sacra¬ 
ment/5  the  author  speaks  of  our  having  “  a  sure  and  con¬ 
stant  faith  .  .  .  that  the  death  of  Christ  is  avadable 

for  the  redemption  of  all  the  world.55 

So  in  the  “  2nd  Homily  on  the  Death  and  Passion  of 
Christ,55  after  citing  the  text,  “  God  so  loved  the  world,55 
&c.,  the  writer  proceeds  : — “  Now  he  gave  us  not  an  angel, 
but  his  Son.  And  what  Son  ?  His  only  Son,  his  natural 
Son,  his  well-beloved  Son,  even  that  Son  whom  he  had 
made  Lord  and  Ruler  of  all  things.  Was  not  this  a 
singular  token  of  great  love  ?  But  to  whom  did  he  give 
him  ?  He  gave  him  to  the  whole  world — that  is  to  say, 
to  Adam  and  all  that  should  come  after  him.55 

This  passage  is  sufficiently  explicit  as  to  the  views  of  our 
Reformers.  The  “whole  world55  and  “  Adam’s  children55 
are  with  them  equivalent  expressions.  To  the  children 
of  Adam  was  Christ  given ;  to  all  that  sprung  from  him 
was  “  this  singular  token  of  great  love55  shown.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  if  our  Church  be  sound  in  its  teaching,  of  which 
I  believe  neither  you  nor  I  entertain  a  doubt,  then  her 
ministers  may  say,  and  ought  to  say,  to  every  child  of 
Adam, —  Christ  died  for  your  sins :  in  him  there  is  a  rich 
supply  for  all  your  spiritual  wants  :  go  to  him  in  faith, 
and  you  will  find  pardon,  peace,  and  everlasting  life. 

But  “  what  saith  the  Scripture  ? 55  for,  after  all,  this 
must  be  our  final  appeal.  You  and  I  are  firmly  per¬ 
suaded  that  nothing  is  pure  gold,  in  matters  of  religion, 
which  will  not  abide  that  touchstone. 

Let  us  come,  then,  to  the  inspired  volume. 

And  first  let  me  remind  you,  that  the  whole  drift  and 
current  of  its  statements,  in  reference  to  our  Lord5s 
death,  (with  some  exceptions  afterwards  to  be  noticed), 
favour  the  view,  that  it  was  an  atonement  for  all  sin.  In 
this  respect,  very  different  is  its  language  in  reference  to 
the  work  of  Christ  and  the  work  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  Of 
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the  former  we  read,  “  He  died  for  all.”  “  He  gave  him¬ 
self  a  ransom  for  all.”  “  He  tasted  death  for  every  man.” 
“  The  Lord  hath  laid  on  him  the  iniquities  of  us  all.” 
“  The  Father  sent  the  Son  to  be  the  Saviour  of  the 
world.” 

But  such  language,  so  freely  used  concerning  the  work 
of  the  Son,  is  nowhere  employed  concerning  the  work  of 
the  Spirit.  We  never  read  that  the  Spirit  is  the  Sanc¬ 
tifier  of  the  world,  as  we  read  that  Christ  is  the  Saviour 
of  the  world.  We  never  read  of  the  Spirit’s  purifying 
every  man,  as  we  read  of  Christ’s  tasting  death  for  every 
man.  The  teaching  of  the  Scriptures  corresponds  with 
the  teaching  of  our  Catechism  on  this  point,  and  what 
both  declare  is  substantially  this  — the  world  was  bought 
by  Christ,  but  the  Church  only  is  enlightened  by  the 
Holy  Ghost ;  the  world  is  redeemed  by  the  Son,  but 
the  elect  only  are  sanctified  by  the  Spirit.  “  Elect  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  foreknowledge  of  God  the  Father,  through 
sanctification  of  the  Spirit.”  (1  Pet.  i.  2.) 

“  God  hath  chosen  you  to  salvation,  through  sanctifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Spirit  and  belief  of  the  truth.”  (2  Thess.  ii.  13.) 

“  I  believe  in  God  the  Son,  who  hath  redeemed  me  and 
all  mankind.  I  believe  in  God  the  Holy  Ghost,  who 
sanctifieth  me  and  all  the  elect  people  of  God.” 

This  is  a  distinction  worthy  of  notice,  and  one  every¬ 
where  discoverable  in  the  Bible.  But  it  is  a  distinction 
we  look  for  in  vain,  in  their  writings,  who  deny  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  General  Redemption.  They  make  the  work  of 
the  Son  and  the  Spirit  identical  as  to  the  objects  they 
each  refer  to.  Sanctification  is  with  them  co-extensive 
with  redemption.  Every  man  that  is  redeemed  is,  or 
will  be,  sanctified,  according  to  their  view.  You  will 
agree  with  me,  I  think,  in  believing  that  the  Scriptures 
afford  no  support  to  this  notion. 

A  few  more  passages,  bearing  on  this  question,  I  shall 
now  proceed  to  consider.  In  John,  iii.  16,  we  read,  “  God 
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so  loved  the  world  that  he  gave  his  only-begotten  Son, 
that  whosoever  believeth  in  him  should  not  perish,  but 
have  everlasting  life.’’’ 

This  verse,  read  with  an  unprejudiced  mind,  would 
appear  to  me  to  be  decisive  of  the  whole  question.  For 
what  did  God  love? — The  World.  How  did  he  show  his 
love  to  the  world  ?  —  By  giving  his  only-begotten  Son. 
And  wbat  will  be  the  issue  to  the  world,  according  as  it 
accepts  or  rejects  this  gift? — Those  in  the  world  who 
believe  shall  have  everlasting  life,  but  those  in  the  world 
who  believe  not  shall  perish. 

All  this  is  stated  or  implied  in  this  verse  and  in  those 
following  it.  Two  classes — believers  and  unbelievers — 
are  included  in  the  w'orld  here  spoken  of,  which  plainly 
proves  that  the  word  “  world”  must  be  understood  in  its 
proper  signification,  and  cannot  be  interpreted  to  mean 
the  Church,  even  though  there  were  authority  for  this 
use  of  the  word  elsewhere,  which  there  is  not,  because  in 
the  Church  there  is  but  one  of  these  classes,  namely, 
believers  only. 

You  will  find  this  view  corroborated,  and  some  valuable 
practical  remarks  bearing  on  the  question  under  our  con¬ 
sideration,  in  Calvin's  commentary  on  this  chapter. 

But  the  Evangelist  himself  will  help  us  to  understand 
his  meaning,  for  he  is  elsewhere  his  own  interpreter.  In 
his  1st  Epistle,  ii.  2,  he  again  speaks  of  the  world  in 
connexion  v'ith  our  Lord's  propitiation.  But  so  far  is  his 
use  of  the  term,  in  this  latter  passage,  from  countenancing 
the  erroneous  notion  that  it  means  the  Church  in  the 
former  passage,  that  it  is  actually  employed  to  stand  for 
the  world  as  distinguished  from  the  Church ,  “  He  is  the 

propitiation  for  our  sins;  and  not  for  ours  only,  but  also 
for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world.” 

And  this  distinction  you  will  see  carried  on  through 
the  following  chapters  of  this  Epistle.  He  speaks  of  the 
“  world  as  lying  in  wickedness ;  ”  he  warns  against  its 
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snares  and  blandishments ;  “  Love  not  the  world.”  He 
speaks  of  opposers  of  the  Gospel,  and  says,  “  They  are  of 
the  world.”  But  of  himself  and  his  brethren  he  says, 
“  We  are  the  sons  of  God.”  “  We  are  of  God.  “  He 
hath  given  us  of  his  Spirit.”  “  We  are  in  Jesus  Christ.” 
But  does  not  this  language  express  the  distinguishing 
characteristics  of  the  members  of  the  Church  ?  Does  it 
not  set  forth  some  of  the  marks  and  privileges  which 
belong  exclusively  to  the  elect  ?  Yet  of  this  body  and 
of  the  world  he  speaks,  declaring  that  our  Lord’s  death 
is  a  propitiation  for  the  one  and  for  the  other — “  not  for 
our  sins  only ,  but  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world.” 

But  there  are  difficulties  often  felt  by  pious  minds  in 
connexion  with  this  question,  some  of  which  were  felt  by 
yourself;  and,  till  these  difficulties  are  cleared  up,  there 
is  not  much  prospect  that  a  mind  embarrassed  by  them 
will  cordially  accept  what  you  and  I  believe  to  be  the 
truth,  in  reference  to  the  extent  to  which  our  Lord’s 
sacrifice  is  applicable. 

One  difficulty  is,  that  God  cannot,  consistently  with 
his  holiness,  love  the  world,  sunk  as  it  is  in  sin  and 
alienated  from  him.  Yet  some  of  those  who  regard  this 
as  a  difficulty  see  no  difficulty  in  his  loving  the  elect, 
when  alienated  from  him,  ungodly,  and  dead  in  trespasses 
and  sins. 

But  the  difficulty  is  founded  on  a  mistake  —  a  mis¬ 
taken,  because  a  too  narrow  and  confined  view  of  the 
nature  of  love.  Love  does  not  necessarily  imply  approval 
of  the  character  and  conduct  of  the  object  loved.  Such  a 
love  as  this  God  could  not  have  for  the  world,  nor  for  any 
one  living  in  sin.  But  is  there  not  a  love  which  flows 
forth  in  pity,  and  which  may  be  felt  for  an  object  in  whom 
there  is  nothing  to  approve  ?  Is  there  not  a  love  which, 
while  it  hates  the  sin,  compassionates  the  sinner,  which 
sighs  over  his  misery  and  longs  and  yearns  for  his  de- 
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liverance  ?  Now  this  is  the  love  with  which  God  loved  the 
world.  This  is  the  love  which  prompted  him  to  give  his 
Son  to  suffer  and  to  die.  This  is  the  love  which  we  our¬ 
selves  may  sometimes  be  called  on  to  exercise  in  fulfilling 
our  Lord’s  command,  “Love  your  enemies;”  for  these 
may  be  blasphemers  and  persecutors,  in  whose  moral 
character  we  can  find  nothing  on  which  to  rest  with 
complacency.  Still  we  are  to  love  them,  feeling  pity  for 
their  condition,  and  aiming  to  do  them  good. 

But  another  objection  is  often  started — If  God  thus 
love  the  world,  why  is  not  the  world  saved  ?  If  he  be 
willing  to  save  all  men,  is  not  his  power  infinite,  and 
must  not  his  will  then  take  effect  without  failure  or  disap¬ 
pointment  ? 

Now  here,  my  dear  friend,  I  might  lead  you  and  my¬ 
self  into  a  labyrinth  of  perplexity,  in  whose  endless  mazes 
we  might  long  wander  without  much  profit.  Soon  will 
poor  ignorant  man  be  overwhelmed,  if  he  seeks  to  be 
wise  above  what  is  written.  “  Scrutator •  Majestatis  op- 
primetur  Gloria.”  I  shall  not  enter  on  any  thorny  ab¬ 
stract  questions  concerning  God’s  eternal  purpose  and 
will,  and  whether  or  how  far  these  may  or  may  not 
be  affected  by  contingencies  or  human  agency.  This 
is  an  ocean  in  which  you  and  I  should  soon  get  out  of 
our  depth.  Bather  let  us  confine  ourselves  to  the  de¬ 
clarations  so  plainly  and  expressly  made  for  our  guidance 
in  the  Book  of  God.  There  it  is  written,  and  a  truth  it  is 
of  great  value,  and  full  of  rich  comfort  in  its  place,  that 
“  the  Most  High  doeth  according  to  his  will  in  the  army 
of  heaven,  and  among  the  inhabitants  of  the  earth  :  none 
can  stay  his  hand,  or  say  unto  him.  What  doest  thou?” 
(Dan.  iv.  35.)  So,  again,  we  read,  for  the  support  and 
comfort  of  our  faith,  his  glorious  declaration, —  “  My 
counsel  shall  stand,  and  I  will  do  all  my  pleasure.” 
(Isa.  xlvi.  10.) 

But  it  is  written  again,  and  a  truth  it  is,  which  the 
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believer  will  equally  receive  and  welcome  with  thankful 
joy,  that  “  God  hath  no  pleasure  in  the  death  of  a  sinner.” 
(Ezek.  xxxiii.  11.)  That  he  “will  have  all  men  to  be 
saved,  and  to  come  unto  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.” 
(1  Tim.  ii.  4.)  That  he  “  is  not  willing  that  any  should 
perish,  but  that  all  should  come  to  repentance.”  (2  Pet. 
lii.  9.) 

How  could  it  be  otherwise?  Had  we  no  such  express 
declarations  as  these,  the  nature  or  character  of  the 
Blessed  God,  as  it  is  described  by  the  inspired  writers, 
might  well  assure  us  that  it  must  be  so ;  that  he  cannot 
but  be  willing  to  save  sinners.  For  how  is  he  described? 
“  He  is  merciful,  gracious,  long-suffering,  full  of  good¬ 
ness  and  compassion;”  in  one  word,  to  adopt  the  em¬ 
phatic  language  of  the  apostle  John,  “  God  is  love.” 

Now  when  we  combine  with  these  glorious  attributes 
his  hatred  of  sin,  it  would  be  at  variance  with  his  holy 
character  not  to  will  and  desire  to  save  men  from  sin  — 
to  save  them  from  that  fearful  evil,  the  worst  of  evils,  in 
the  train  of  which  have  marched  all  the  woes  that  have 
befallen  humanity,  and  all  the  ills  by  which  any  portion  of 
God’s  fair  creation  lias  been  blighted. 

His  dealings,  too,  with  men  correspond  with  his 
nature,  and  equally  testify  his  willingness  to  save.  His 
forbearance  towards  the  guilty,  the  slowness  with  which 
he  executes  his  judgments,  his  strivings  with  sinners,  such 
are  some  of  his  providential  dealings,  which  repeat,  as  it 
were,  that  glorious  declaration  in  his  word: — “  Have  I  any 
pleasure  at  all  that  the  wicked  should  die,  saith  the  Lord 
God,  and  not  that  he  should  return  from  his  w7ays  and 
live  ?”  (Ezek.  xviii.  23.) 

But  the  question  will  still  recur  to  some  minds,  Why 
do  men  perish  ?  why  does  not  God  accomplish  what  he 
seems  so  manifestly  to  desire  ? 

To  the  first  of  these  questions  we  are  furnished  with 
an  answ'er  in  the  word  of  God.  Men  perish  because  they 
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love  sin  and  reject  the  Gospel  of  salvation.  There  is  no 
other  cause  of  their  ruin.  They  are  undone  by  their  own 
iniquities,  and  nothing  else.  What  was  said  to  Israel, 
— “  0  Israel,  thou  hast  destroyed  thyself,”  may  with 
equal  justice  be  said  to  all  men.  And  every  man’s  con¬ 
science,  except  it  be  blinded  by  error  or  seared  by  sin,  will 
bear  inward  witness  to  his  own  sinfulness;  and  testify, 
that  if  he  perish  the  cause  will  be  in  himself  only. 

But  the  second  question,  ivhy  God  does  not  effect  the 
salvation  of  all  when  he  desires  it,  is  a  great  deep  which 
neither  you,  nor  I,  nor  any  man,  can  fathom.  There  may 
be  thousands  of  reasons,  not  one  of  which  is  known  to  us, 
springing  out  of  God’s  moral  government  of  the  universe, 
which  render  it  morally  impossible  that  he  should  do  more 
for  the  world  than  he  has  already  done ;  somewhat  in  the 
same  way  as  it  is  morally  impossible  that  he  should  lie  or 
do  anything  wrong.  But  we  must  learn  to  be  content 
with  our  ignorance  of  those  things  over  which  the  Most 
High  has  drawn  an  impenetrable  veil.  Silent  and  adoring 
faith  is  more  our  province  here.  We  must  give  credit  to 
the  ever-blessed  triune  Jehovah  for  the  highest  wisdom 
and  the  tenderest  mercy  in  all  his  dispensations,  even 
though  we  see  them  not.  Remember,  we  are  walking  by 
faith,  not  by  sight.  “  Shall  not  the  Judge  of  all  the 
earth  do  right?”  Hear  Zophar's  sublime  appeal:  — 
“  Canst  thou  by  searching  find  out  God  ?  Canst  thou 
find  out  the  Almighty  to  perfection  ?  It  is  as  high  as 
heaven,  what  canst  thou  do  ?  deeper  than  hell,  what  canst 
thou  know  ?  The  measure  thereof  is  longer  than  the 
earth,  and  broader  than  the  sea.”  “  He  giveth  not 
account  of  any  of  his  matters.”  “  The  secret  things 
belong  unto  the  Lord  our  God  ;  but  those  things  which 
are  revealed  belong  unto  us  and  to  our  children  for  ever, 
that  we  may  do  all  the  words  of  this  law.” 
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Another  difficulty  in  connexion  with  the  doctrine  of 
General  Redemption  which  I  would  next  notice,  is  one 
which  has  staggered  many  in  their  inquiries,  and  has 
proved  to  some  the  most  formidable  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  their  receiving  this  doctrine.  The  redeemed,  is  the 
objection,  are  those  only  who  will  be  ultimately  saved,  or 
are  already  in  glory ;  as  may  be  learned  from  such  texts 
as  the  following: — “The  redeemed  shall  return,  and 
come  with  singing,  unto  Zion,  and  everlasting  joy  shall  be 
upon  their  heads.”  (Isa.  li.  11.)  “Thou  hast  redeemed 
us  to  God  by  thy  blood  out  of  every  kindred,”  &c.  (Rev. 
v.  9.)  Hence  it  is  inferred  that  those  only  who  will  be 
finally  saved  are  entitled  to  the  name  of  “  the  redeemed 
in  short,  that  both  constitute  one  and  the  same  company. 

This  difficulty  arises  from  not  distinguishing  between 
redemption  as  a  price  paid  for  all,  and  redemption  as  a 
blessed  fruit  of  that  price  received  by  those  who  believe. 
When  our  Lord  offered  himself  on  the  cross,  and  the 
Father  accepted  the  ransom,  then,  so  far  as  the  ransom 
payment  was  concerned,  Christ  redeemed  the  whole  world. 
All  men  were  then  redeemed  by  his  blood. 

Rut  the  application  of  that  precious  blood  was  not 
thereby  made  to  any  individual.  Now  this  is  absolutely 
necessary  before  any  man  can  be  a  partaker  of  redemption, 
or  become  actually  or  personally  redeemed.  Thus  there 
is  no  inseparable  connexion  between  redemption  as  a 
ransom  paid  by  our  Lord  and  redemption  as  an  actual 
benefit  or  deliverance  experienced  by  man.  It  is  so  in 
other  provisions  which  God  has  made  for  the  wants  of 
men.  There  is  no  inseparable  connexion  between  a  medi¬ 
cine  efficacious  to  cure  a  disease,  and  the  actual  experience 
of  its  healing  power  by  a  patient  labouring  under  that 
disease.  A  link  is  wanting  in  both  cases.  Something 
must  intervene  before  the  medicine  can  cure,  or  the 
redemption  be  efficacious.  The  application  of  the  medi- 
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cine  is  indispensable  in  the  one  case ;  and  faith  in  Christ, 
by  which  redemption  is  applied  to  the  soul,  is  indispen¬ 
sable  in  the  other. 

You  will  see  this  more  plainly  by  an  illustration  or 
parable. 

Two  sons  of  a  king  were  captives  at  the  court  of 
an  Eastern  monarch.  A  large  sum  was  demanded  for 
their  ransom.  Their  royal  father,  moved  by  love,  paid 
the  required  price  to  an  ambassador  sent  to  his  palace  to 
receive  it.  The  same  day  he  published  a  proclamation  to 
all  his  subjects,  announcing  that  he  had  redeemed  his 
sons. 

So  was  the  world  redeemed  when  Christ  gave  himself 
a  ransom  for  all. 

But  when  the  warrant  of  deliverance  was  presented,  by 
order  of  the  Eastern  monarch,  to  the  two  sons  ;  when 
they  were  invited  to  quit  the  place  of  their  exile,  to  accept 
the  freedom  so  dearly  purchased,  and  to  return  home  to 
their  father’s  kingdom,  the  elder  son  only  embraced  the 
offer.  The  younger,  preferring  sinful  pleasures,  which  he 
had  liberty  to  indulge  in  where  he  was,  and  which  would 
be  denied  him  in  his  father’s  palace,  refused  the  proffered 
deliverance. 

So  those  only,  who  by  faith  accept  the  offers  of  sal¬ 
vation  through  the  Redeemer,  are  actually  redeemed ; 
though  all,  like  the  two  sons,  are  redeemed  with  a  great 
ransom  ;  and  to  all,  as  to  these  twro,  is  the  offer  of  de¬ 
liverance  made. 

Another  difficulty  felt  on  this  question  is  this  :  — 
while  numerous  texts  speak  of  our  Lord’s  death  as  a 
remedy  applicable  to  all,  yet  there  are  some  texts  relating 
to  his  death,  in  which  wre  find  reference  to  the  elect  only  :  ■> 
— “  I  lay  down  my  life  for  the  sheep.”  “  God  purchased 
the  church  with  his  own  blood.” 

But  you  will  see  at  once,  that  though  there  may  be 
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something  special  in  such  expressions,  as  I  believe  there  is, 
still  there  is  nothing  exclusive  in  the  language.  And  you 
will  agree  with  me,  that  there  ought  to  be  the  most  con¬ 
clusive  evidence  that  such  passages  were  really  intended 
to  limit  the  application  of  our  Lord’s  death  to  the  elect 
only,  before  we  can  consent  to  set  aside  or  put  a  forced 
construction  on  those  other  parts  of  the  Bible  which 
speak  so  decisively  of  it  as  a  sacrifice  offered  for  all  men. 

There  is  nothing  contradictory  in  these  two  classes  of 
texts ;  and  why  should  not  each  be  received  in  its  plain 
and  obvious  meaning  ? 

If  some  portions  of  the  Scripture  tell  us  that  our  Lord 
laid  down  his  life  for  the  sheep,  and  that  his  sheep  are 
special  objects  of  his  love,  and  that  they  shall  never 
perish,  why  should  we  not  receive  these  declarations  in 
their  plain  and  obvious  meaning,  and  be  thankful  that  the 
Lord  has  special  purposes  of  mercy  toward  his  people  ? 

And  if,  again,  other  portions  of  Scripture,  greatly  out¬ 
numbering  those  just  now  referred  to,  testify  that  our 
Lord’s  death  is  an  atonement  for  all  sin  —  a  remedy  open 
to  the  whole  world  —  available  and  applicable  to  every 
child  of  man,  why  should  we  not  receive  these  declarations, 
too,  in  their  plain  and  obvious  meaning,  and  be  thankful 
that  the  Lord  loved  the  world,  and  willingly  offered  him¬ 
self  for  the  sins  of  all  ? 

The  next  objection  is  one  to  which  you  occasionally 
adverted  in  our  conversations,  and  which  is  very  com¬ 
monly  urged  against  the  doctrine  of  General  Redemption. 
If  Christ  shed  his  blood  for  all,  and  all  are  not  saved, 
then  it  is  objected,  Christ  died  in  vain. 

W  e  can  very  well  understand  such  an  objection,  when 
urged,  as  it  is,  by  the  Apostle,  against  the  doctrine  of 
righteousness  coming  by  the  law.  For  if  every  man  could 
save  himself  by  his  own  obedience  to  the  law,  then,  indeed, 
there  would  have  been  a  needless  expenditure  of  suffering 
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on  the  part  of  our  Lord.  He  would  have  suffered  for  no 
object,  would  have  died  for  no  end  —  he  would  have  died 
in  vain. 

But  why  should  he  be  said  to  have  died  in  vain,  though 
some  should  perish  for  whom  he  shed  his  blood  ?  Even 
in  this  case  his  death  brings  an  accession  of  glory  to  God, 
in  the  view  of  all  created  intelligences;  which  it  would  be 
impossible  fully  to  describe.  For  is  not  God's  mercy 
exalted  and  magnified  above  measure  in  providing  sal¬ 
vation  for  a  ruined  world,  though  the  world  should  refuse 
to  accept  it  ?  Is  not  God’s  compassion  highly  glorified 
by  sending  ambassadors  to  rebellious  men,  beseeching 
them  to  be  reconciled,  though  they  should  prefer  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  their  rebellion  ?  And  if  such  embassies  are  set 
at  nought,  if  such  salvation  is  rejected,  how  will  God  be 
justified  hereafter  —  how  will  his  justice  be  cleared  before 
all  worlds  —  when  he  comes  to  pronounce  the  awful  sen¬ 
tence  upon  those  who  refused  his  invitations,  despised  his 
mercy,  and  rejected  his  great  salvation  ? 

Nor  can  it  be  said  that  Christ  died  in  vain,  if  by  this 
is  meant  that  there  was  an  unnecessary  waste  of  suffering. 
For  all  the  agonies  our  blessed  Lord  endured  were  indis¬ 
pensable,  even  though  there  were  but  one  sinner  to  be 
saved  ;  and  though  Adam’s  posterity  were  to  be  multiplied 
by  millions  more  than  ever  will  be  born,  his  death  would 
be  a  full  and  sufficient  sacrifice  and  atonement  for  them 
all.  The  Lord  Jesus,  like  the  light  and  warmth  of  the 
sun  in  the  heavens,  is  indispensable  for  even  one  indi¬ 
vidual  ;  and  like  the  same  luminary,  he  is  amply  sufficient 
for  all  men,  even  though  they  were  multiplied  as  the  stars 
of  the  sky  in  multitude,  and  as  the  sand  which  is  by  the 
sea-shore  innumerable. 

But  should  it  be  meant,  that  if  he  died  for  all,  he 
would  have  died  in  vain,  because  his  purpose  would  be 
frustrated  if  all  are  not  saved  ? 

In  answer  to  this,  let  me  remind  you  that  we  must 
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first  be  certain  what  bis  purpose  is  before  we  can  pronounce 
with  any  measure  of  confidence  that  it  is  frustrated.  To 
argue  that  certain  events  must  come  to  pass  because  we 
gather,  from  some  general  expressions  indicating  God’s 
merciful  desires  and  gracious  good  will,  that  it  is  his 
unalterable  purpose  that  they  shall,  is  a  very  unsafe  mode 
of  reasoning,  and  which  cannot  consist  with  an  enlarged 
view  of  the  contents  of  the  Bible.  What  appear  to  be 
God’s  desires  or  expectations,  or  even  his  purposes,  are 
not  always  fulfilled.  Study  the  history  of  the  fall  of 
Adam  and  of  the  angels;  study  the  history  of  the  flood, 
and  of  Nineveh  repenting  ;  weigh  these  facts,  and  consider 
what  is  written  on  these  and  similar  subjects,  and  you 
will  see  that  God  speaks  at  times  in  his  word  as  though 
his  expectations  were  disappointed  and  his  intentions 
frustrated.  Nor  are  there  any  passages  in  the  Bible 
more  valuable  or  practical  to  men,  in  a  healthy  state  of 
mind,  than  some  of  these.  What,  for  example,  can  be 
more  beautiful,  more  instructive,  more  moving,  or  more 
appropriate  to  the  Divine  nature,  than  his  pathetic 
lament, — “  Oh,  that  my  people  had  hearkened  unto  me, 
and  Israel  had  walked  in  my  ways  !  I  should  soon  have 
subdued  their  enemies,  and  turned  my  hand  against  their 
adversaries?”  (Ps.  lxxxi.  13,  14.)  And  may  we  not  well 
apply  the  same  remarks  to  that  touching  passage  in  the 
Gospel  narrative: — “And  when  he  was  come  near,  he 
beheld  the  city,  and  wept  over  it,  saying,  If  thou  hadst 
known,  even  thou,  at  least  in  this  thy  day,  the  things 
which  belong  unto  thy  peace ;  but  now  they  are  hid  from 
thine  eyes?”  (Luke,  xix.  41,  42.)  The  words  of  our 
Lord  elsewhere,  too,  as  given  by  the  prophet,  when  he 
found  so  little  fruit  from  his  ministry  among  the  Jews, 
bear  strikingly  on  this  particular  point  : — “  Then  I  said, 
I  have  laboured  in  vain  ;  I  have  spent  my  strength  for 
nought  and  in  vain.”  (Isa.  xlix.  4.) 
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Bat  I  proceed  to  notice  another  objection,  and  one 
very  commonly  urged  against  this  doctrine.  It  is  objected, 
that  if  our  Lord  died  for  all,  then  it  would  be  unjust  to 
punish  any  one,  for  this  would  be  to  exact  a  double 
penalty  for  the  same  offence — to  punish  the  same  sins 
twice  over. 

No  doubt  it  would  be  unjust  to  punish  the  sinner  if 
Christ  had  borne  his  sins,  with  the  stipulation  that  his 
sins  should  be  absolutely  forgiven — that,  in  consequence 
of  his  sacrifice,  all  men  should  be  unconditionally  par¬ 
doned,  irrespective  of  their  state  of  mind,  irrespective  of 
their  believing  or  not  believing,  of  their  receiving  the 
Gospel  or  rejecting  the  Gospel. 

But  nothing  like  this  doctrine  can  be  discovered  in 
the  Bible ;  the  death  of  our  Lord  is  nowhere  in  Scripture 
represented  in  this  light.  There  we  read,  as  I  observed 
befoi’e,  that  a  certain  medium  is  necessary  before  the 
benefits  of  Christ’s  death  can  be  actually  applied  to  any 
man.  Men  must  have  faith ;  they  must  believe  on  Christ 
— they  must  trust  wholly  in  his  atoning  sacrifice,  that 
they  may  be  forgiven  their  trespasses.  “  He  that  believeth 
shall  be  saved;  he  that  believeth  not  shall  be  damned.” 
The  Lord  Jesus  is  “  set  forth  to  be  a  propitiation,  through 
faith  in  his  blood.” 

It  is  undeniable  that  our  Lord  could  have  annexed 
what  condition  he,  in  his  wisdom,  thought  fit,  in  order 
that  man  should  receive  the  benefits  of  the  sacrifice  he 
was  about  to  offer;  and  it  is  no  more  unjust  to  punish 
the  sinner  who  rejects  Christ’s  offer  of  salvation  than  to 
treat  an  imprisoned  debtor  as  still  liable  to  his  debt,  be¬ 
cause  he  refuses  to  send  a  petition  to  his  rich  benefactor, 
who  freely  paid  his  debt,  but  stipulated  that  the  benefits 
of  his  generous  payment  should  only  be  enjoyed  by  those 
debtors  who  would  comply  with  his  condition,  and  petition 
him  for  their  release. 
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But  I  must  draw  to  a  close.  I  have  shown  what  the 
Church  of  England  teaches  on  this  subject,  and  also 
what  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Bible.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  remove  some  of  the  principal  difficulties  and  objections 
felt  against  the  reception  of  this  truth.  Let  me  add,  that 
besides  express  declarations  on  this  doctrine  in  the  Scrip¬ 
tures,  there  are  incidental  notices,  which,  if  collected, 
would  greatly  corroborate  the  evidence  in  its  favour.  For 
example,  we  find  General  Redemption  assumed  as  an 
admitted  truth  in  the  writings  of  the  Apostles.  Does 
not  St.  Paul,  in  2  Cor.  v.  14,  argue  that  all  are  dead  in 
sin,  from  the  admitted  truth  that  Christ  died  for  all  ? 
“  If  he  died  for  all,  then  were  all  dead.”  Does  he  not 
reason  thus  —  Because  a  universal  remedy  was  provided, 
the  disease  that  needed  such  must  have  been  universal 
also?  And  in  what  sense  could  the  apostates  he  speaks 
of  in  Heb.  vi.  “crucify  to  themselves  the  Son  of  God 
afresh ,”  if  their  sins  had  not  caused  his  crucifixion  before 
upon  the  cross  ?  And  is  it  not  said  of  those  false  pro¬ 
phets,  “who  bring  upon  themselves  swift  destruction,”  of 
whom  St.  Peter  speaks  (2nd  Ep.  ii. ),  that  “they  deny 
the  Lord  that  bought  them  ?”  But  how  could  this  be 
said  of  men  hastening  to  destruction  if  he  died  not  for  all, 
but  for  the  elect  only  ?  And  are  not  sinners  condemned 
in  the  Gospel  because  they  refuse  its  invitations  and  offers 
of  mercy,  because,  as  Christ  himself  speaks,  “they  reject 
him,  and  receive  not  his  words  ?”  But  how  can  he  be 
rejected  if  he  be  not  offered  to  men  indiscriminately  as  a 
Saviour  ?  and  how  can  he  be  thus  offered,  if  his  death  is 
not  a  sacrifice  applicable  to  all  ? 

Nor  is  it  possible  to  frame  language  more  universal 
in  its  meaning  than  that  which  abounds  in  Scripture,  in¬ 
viting  sinners  to  come  unto  Christ  and  be  saved.  “Look 
unto  me,  and  be  ye  saved,  all  the  ends  of  the  earth.” 
(Isa.  xlv.  22.)  “  Ho,  every  one  that  thirsteth,  come.” 

“  Whosoever  will,  let  him  take  of  the  waters  of  life  freely.” 
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It  has  been  denied,  indeed,  that  such  texts  as  the  two 
latter  are  intended  to  convey  a  universal  invitation,  that 
the  words  themselves  imply  a  limit ;  but  if  the  nation 
thought  fit  to  purchase  the  Crystal  Palace  in  order  to 
throw  it  open  free  to  all,  and  if  a  royal  proclamation  were 
published  to  this  effect,  and  inviting  “whosoever  will” 
to  come  and  see  it,  I  do  not  think  the  good  common  sense 
of  our  countrymen  would  mistake  the  meaning  of  such  an 
invitation.  However  careless  or  indifferent  some  might 
be  about  seeing  such  sights,  or  whatever  difficulties  would 
present  themselves  in  the  way  of  others  towards  accepting 
the  invitation,  such  cases  could  by  no  means  lessen  or 
modify  the  universality  of  the  invitation  itself,  or  detract 
from  the  largeness  and  freeness  of  the  bounty,  which  was 
manifested  in  a  proclamation  addressed  indiscriminately 
to  all. 

For  my  part,  I  do  not  see  how  the  Gospel  can  be 
preached  as  freely  and  as  indiscriminately  as  it  was 
preached  by  the  Apostles,  except  on  this  basis,  that  Christ 
died  for  all  men.  How  otherwise  can  ministers  say  to 
men  unacquainted  with  the  Gospel,  as  the  Apostles  did, 
(Acts,  xiii.),  “  Through  this  man  is  preached  unto  you  the 
forgiveness  of  sin?”  And  while  we  both  believe  that  it 
is  by  grace,  and  grace  only,  we  are  saved — that  whatever 
is  good  or  spiritual  in  us,  or  in  any  one,  is  the  result  of 
God’s  distinguishing  mercy  and  electing  love,  we  cannot, 
on  this  account,  overlook  other  truths  taught  with  equal 
distinctness  in  the  sacred  volume;  and  I  hold  it  to  be 
one  of  the  most  precious  privileges  which  a  minister  en¬ 
joys  to  be  warranted  from  Scripture  to  tell  every  sinner 
of  Christ’s  love  to  his  soul — to  tell  him  that  Jesus  has  paid 
a  price  for  his  redemption,  which,  if  he  will  plead  before 
God,  will  certainly  free  him  from  all  the  consequences  of 
his  sin ;  that  the  Saviour,  who  has  saved  so  many,  waits 
to  be  gracious,  and  is  willing  to  receive  him  ;  that  he  has 
pledged  his  promise,  saying,  “Him  that  cometh  unto  me 
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I  will  in  no  wise  cast  out.”  Nor  do  I  see  bow  a  minister 
of  the  Gospel,  whether  ministering  at  home  or  preaching 
to  the  heathen  abroad,  can  otherwise  act  up  to  the  full 
spirit  and  letter  of  that  most  merciful  command,  “  Go 
ye  into  all  the  world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to  every 
creature.” 

To  announce  to  every  creature  that  there  is  salvation 
for  him  in  Christ,  that  God  bids  him  to  come  to  him  and 
accept  this  salvation ;  this  is,  indeed  to  preach  the  Gospel 
— these  are,  indeed,  good  tidings  of  great  joy.  But  if 
any  will  object  that  such  invitations  are  not  to  be  ad¬ 
dressed  freely  and  indiscriminately  to  every  creature,  with 
these  views,  I  do  not  see  how  ministers  can  fully  obey  our 
Lord’s  solemn  command,  “  Preach  the  Gospel  to  every 
creature 


Believe  me,  my  dear - , 

Yours  very  faithfully, 

HENRY  CARPENTER 


Liverpool,  Feb.  10th,  1857. 


London:— IVmtcd  by  G.  Barclay,  Castle  St.  Leicester  Sq. 


